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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-33 are pending in this application. 



Double Patenting 



2. Claims 1-33 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
double patenting over claims 1-46 of copending Application No. 09/929,032. This is a 
provisional double patenting rejection since the conflicting claims have not yet been 
patented. 

The subject matter claimed in the instant application is fully disclosed in the 
referenced copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that 
copending application since the referenced copending application and the instant 
application are claiming common subject matter, as follows: the instant application and 
copending application claimed a communication network, adapted for use with mobile 
wireless user terminals. Method and system comprising the same subject matter. 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant application in the other 
copending application. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ210 (CCPA 
1968). See also MPEP § 804. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



3. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 



The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claim 1-14, 19-29 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph as being 
lack of antecedent basis in the claim. 

claim 1 recites the limitation "said other node" in line 15-16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "said other node " in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19, line 14 recites the limitation "said other node". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 20, line 4 and 6, respectively recite the limitation "said other node". There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 30, line 16 recites the limitation "said other node". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4, line 2 recites the limitation "said other node". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed In the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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6. Claim 1, 4, 10, 13, 15, 17. 19. 20. 27. 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 102e 
as being anticipated by La Porta et al (US 6,434.134 B1). 

Claims 1. 4, 10. 13, 15, 17, 19. 20. 27. 30-33. La Porta et al discloses a 
communications network, adapted for use with mobile wireless user terminals, said 
network comprising (see figure 2): 

a packet-switched core network (100); a plurality of access points (BS 5-8) 
couple to said core network (100), each said access point being adapted to provide any 
said user terminal (MD 114) with communications access to said core network when 
said any user terminal becomes affiliated with said access point, and including an 
address resolution cache (HA) which is adapted to store information representative of 
affiliation between said user terminals and said access points, and when a said user 
terminal changes its affiliation from a first said access point to a second said access 
point, a node on said core network other than said first and second access points is 
adapted to continue to send data packets intended for receipt by said user terminal to 
said first access point until having updated its respective address resolution cache 
based on a message indicating that a said user terminal has changed its affiliation from 
said first access point to said second access point, and said first access point is 
adapted to continue to send said data packets received from said other node to said 
user terminal without sending said data packets to said second access. 

Claims 5-6, 23-24, La Porta et al teach wherein said second acces point is 
adapted to issue said message over said core network as an address resolution request 
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for an address of said user terminal which has changed its affiliation thereto (column 27, 
lines 64-67, column 28, lines 1-22). 

Claim 8-9, 14, 18, 26, and 29, La Porta et al further teach wherein said access 
point with which a said user terminal is affiliated is adapted to transmit a received data 
packet to said user terminal via a wireless communication link (MD communicate with 
base station, see figure 17). 

Claim 7, 25, La Porta et al teach wherein said address of said user terminal 
includes an Internet protocol address assigned to said user terminal (column 16. lines 
25-41, figure 11). 

Claims 11-12, 16, 28, La Porta et al further teach an IP gateway router including 
a respective an address resolution cache which is adapted to store information 
representative of affiliation between said user terminals and said access points and is 
updateable based on said message (column 18, lines 51-67). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 2-3 and 21-22 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art made of record does not teach or fairly suggests in combination 
wherein when said user terminal changes its affiliation from a first said access point to a 
second said access point, controlling an additional node other than said first and second 
access points and said other node to send data packets intended for receipt by said 
user terminal to said second access point after having updated its respective address 
resolution cache based on said message while said other node continues to send data 
packets intended for said user terminal to said first access point which continues to 
send said data packets received from said other node to said user terminal without 
sending said data packets to said second access point. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brenda Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3135. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 to 5:00, 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin, can be reached on (571) 272-3134. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2600. 

September 26, 2005 
Brenda Pham 



